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Phillip Christopher Hughey OFFICE oF GENZRAL
Office of the General Counsel COUNSEL ™",
Federal Election. Comsmissien : '
999 E Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR # 6375: RESPONSE from the Independence Caucus to complaint against the
Independence Caucus and its Treasurer Frank Anderson, filed by Karen Emily Hyer

To the General Counsel’s Office; Jeff Jordan, Kim Collins, et al.:

In response to the complaint MUR 6375; The Independence Caucus (FEC ID C00461764), a
non-connected PAC, has not violated FEC laws, rules, and regulations as alleged; with the sole
exception of late filing; and presents the following demonstration in writing that no action should
be taken against the Independence Caucus PAC and/or myself, Frank Anderson, as Treasurer.

Background Information:

1 - The Independence Caucus received notice of this complaint via US Mail on Friday
September 24™, 2010

2 - The Independence Caucus is a non-profit corporation, incorporated in the state of Utah,
engaged in research, education, and citizen activist training activities. These activities include
vetting and endorsing candidates for public office; all of which were conducted by volunteers in
compliance with the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (“the Act™).

- 3 - in cdditian, the Independence Caucus has creatod u noe-coconected 527 PAC, “The
Independence Caucus PAC”, which as ef the last reported filing period ending June 30%, 2010
was never used far any purpose, and which never solicited ar received donations, and which
never expended any money, and which never made any donations directly or indirectly to any
other PAC or federal candidates.

4 - Activity for the PAC did begin for the first time in September, 2010, arrd will be accurately
reported in the 3™ quarter report which is due by October 15, 2010. N

5 - Beginning on Page 2 of 5, under the heading of FEC VIOLATIONS BY THE
INDEPENDENCE CAUCUS, the complainant lists a series of allegations. Those allegations

are copied in the enclosed “Appendix A”; wherein we have numberad them sequentially foe
reference purpaees.

(Response Page 1 of 9)
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Specific responses to alleged FEC violations:

Allegations #1a & 1b, (page 2 of 5, MUR 6375, see attached Appendix A for reference):

Response: As treasurer, I, Frank Anderson, did file the 2= quarter report after the filing deadline
of July lggﬁ‘, and I have filed other quarterly reports after their respective filing deadlines.

Mitigating circumstances: The responsibility falls completely on myself, Frank Anderson, for
missing the filing deadlines; however it should be noted that the PAC has been a dormant PAC
with no activity having transpired up through June 30%, 2010; and further that when all quarterly
reports were filed they accurately reported that there was mo activity for the PAC in those
quarters. As such, there has been o intent to hide or withhold information from the FEC or from
any ather individual or organization.

Nate: Aoctivity fer the PAC did begin for the first time in September, 2010, and will be
accurately reported in the 3™ quarter report which is due by October 15%, 2010. The 3™ quarter
report and will be filed on time; and all subsequent filings will be made in a timely manner.

Allegation #2, (page 2 of 5. MUR 6375, see attached Appendix A for reference):

Response: In all instances, the described activities were undertaken and performed by the non-
profit Independence Causus corporation, not by the Indepeidence Cancins PAC;

In a]l instances, the described activities undertaken by the non-profit corporation were in
compliance with the Act.

In all instances, these activities were either performed by individuals who were volunteering
their uncompensated personal services (100.74.) ard/or or they were individuals eagaging in
uncompensated internet activities in compliance with the act (100.94).

In ail instances, no purchases or payments for pnblic cormmmnications were made, and no
purchases ar rentel payments for e-mail address lists were maxde, anid no emsil lists were evar
given or transferred to a palitical committee (100.94(¢).

In all cases, all activities undertaken were in complete accordance with the guidelines expressed
in the “FEC Citizens Guide Brochure: Published in February 2004, Updated January 2009”
which states: *“Personal Services: An individual may help candidates and committees by
volunteering personal services. For example, you may want to take part in a voter drive or offer
your skills to a political committee. Your services are not considered contributions as long as
you are not paid by anyone.”

In all eases, 1o volumioers have ever been compensnted for their activities or behaif of any

. candidates by the Indepentdence Caucus or by any other entity or paiitical commiitee.

(Response Page 2 of 9)
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Allegation #3, (page 2 of 5, MUR 6375, see attached Appendix A for reference):
Response: Categorically denied. The FEC report(s) cited do not contain false information.

o +X)
Allegation #4a. 4b, 4c de, 41, 4p, 4h, 4i, 4i. 4k, 4L..4m. and 4n ning on page 2 of 5

and continuing throygh pase 3.0f 5. MIUR 6375. see attached Appendix A for reference):

Response: In all instances, all of the statements and allegations contained in these 13 paragraphs
are activities that were undertaken and performed by the non-profit Independence Caucus
corporation, not by the ndependence Caucus PAC;

In atl inetannes, 1eze activities undertaken by the non-profit corporation were in compliance
with the Act.

In all instances, these activities were either performed by individuals who were volunteering his
or her uncompensated personal services (100.74.) and/or they were individuals engaging in
uncompensated internet activities in compliance with the act (100.94).

In 4l itistances, no purcheses or payments fer public communications were made, and no
purchasgss or rental payments for e-mail address lists were made, and no email listed were ever
given or transferred to a political committee (100.94(e).

In all cases, all activities underteken were in camplete aceardance with the guidelires axpressed
in the “FEC Citizens Guide Brochure: Publish=d in February 2004, Updated January 2009”
which states: “Personal Services: An individual may help candidates and committees by
volunteering personal services. For example, you may want to take part in a voter drive or offer
your skills to a political committee. Your services are not cons1dered contributions as long as
you are not paid by anyone.”

In all cases, no voluntuars have ever been compensated for their activities cn behalf of any
candidates by the Indepesndenne Caueus or by any othar entity er paiitical comnmittee.

In all instances, any reference to fundraising is in relation to fundraising for the Independence
Caucus non-profit cotporation; na fundraising was solicites or received for the Independence
Caucus PAC, and no fundraising was solicited or received for any other political committees or
candidate committees.

In all instances, if any donations have ever been solicited for or made to any federal candidate at
any event hosted by the Independence Caucus non-profit corporation, those dozations were
solicited by the candidates themselves and made by individual attendees who donated directly to
the Canditate.

(Response page 3 of 9)
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Allegation R of 5. MUR 6375, see attached A dix A for reference):

Response: This paragraph contains allegations about several different events, and one in
particular ks to be addressed separately from the others.

In regards speclﬁcally $o.any references to the “Meet and Greet” event held in Washington DC 4
from September 9 through September 12, 2010; our response is that all of the Federal

candidates who participated in that event were charged and paid a fee to the Independence

Caucus non-profit corporation to pay for all services and expenses of that event. Accordingly,

any and all expenditures for that event were paid for by the candidates, and thus were not
contributions in any way.

In repards to oii other events referenced in this paragraph, our response is exactly the same as the
response to allegations 4a through 4n that were cited above.

Allegation #6 (page 4.of 5, MR 6375, seq atiached Appendix A for reference):
Response: This is not correct. The “Big Stick Tea party” was organized by the non-profit

Independence Caucus corporation, not by the Independence Caucus PAC; and this activity
undertaken by the non-profit corporation was in compliance with the Act.

In its catirety, the “Big Stick Tea party” was and is a legitircate exercise of free speech and
protest i owr elactad offisials. Aecnsiingly, tte activity was aat connected to eleption activity.

Allegsticy #7. (page 4 of 5, MUR 6375, see attached A ix A for refi

Response: This allegation is partly a statement of true fact that is not in violation of FEC rules;
and the balance of the allegation is not correct, i.e:

The complainant states that “Independence Caucus volunteers are spending their own money to
promote the organization” which is a factual statement that is not in violation of FEC rules. As

. unpaid volunteers, some of our merhbers have iniced expended their own money to promote our

non-profit organization; because they believe in the mission of the Independence Caucus non-
profit corporation, and ara willieg te snppert fist mission finanoiaily; which is not e violstion of
any laws or FEC rules.

However, the complainant further states in the same sentence that “Independence Caucus
volunteers are spending their own money to...help candidates” which is false. We are not aware
of any Independence Caucus member or volunteer who is spending money or ha spent money to
help candidates in connection with any non-profit Independence Caucus activities, nor bhas any
Independence Caucus member or volunteer been asked to do so, or directed to do, or encouraged
to do 80 on behalf of any cendidats, PAC, o campaign comn:itten,

In addition, in all iagtanaes where an Independence Cauaus member or volunteer has spent “their
own money to praomote the arganization”, the expenditure was initiated and performed by
individual volunteers on behalf of the non-profit Independence Caucus corporation, and not on
behalf of the Independence Caucus PAC;

(Response page 4 of 9)
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Allegation #8, (page 4 of 5, MUR 6375, see attached Appendix A for reference):

Response: This is not correct. The production and sale of yard signs was conducted by the
Indeperdence Caueus non-proiit corporation as a vendor, selling individually printed sigus for
$8 sach to individual buyers.

e
Unlike normal sign print runs, the printing was done with a digital printer which allowed
individuals to purchase and print 1 single sign at a time, and this technology allowed each sign to
be individually personalized at the time of printing with the specific name of a candidate chosen
by the individual purchaser, and with an individual personalized disclaimer notice stating “Paid
for by (the name of the individual)”
The intent of this ventire was to make the sale of individual personalized signs into a profit
center for the Independence Caucus non-profit corporation, but the venture failed to catch on
with the public nnd failed to be prafitable and was abandoned after only 55 siges were sold.
In addition, the sale of the signs did not require reparting for the following reasons:
1 — No sale of signs for any single candidate reached or exceeded the $200 reporting limit.
2 - The most signs that were sold for any one candidate was 20 signs, for a total sale price of
$160.00 and those 20 signs were bought and paid for by the candidates eampaign, so that sale
was a purchased expense paid for by the candidate and not a donation from any individuals.

3 — Other than the $160.00 purchase by the candidate referenced above, no other individual(s)
spent more than $80 on any sign purchase far a candidate.

Allegation #9, (paye 4 of 5. MUR 6375, see attpched Appendix A for reference):

Response: This is not correct. The Independence Caucus PAC does not have a website and does
not send mass emails.

All websites and mass emails described in this paragraph are operated and utilized by the non-
profit Independence Caucus corporation.

In all instances, these websites operated by the non-profit corporation are in compliance with the
Act, which excludes communications over the Internet, except for advertisements placed on
another person’s website. (100.26)

No internet advertising has ever been purchased by the Independence Caucus non-profit
comporation, end no peid internet advertisements heve aver been plaoed (100.26)

(Response Page 5 of 9)
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Allegation #10, (page 4 of 5, MUR 6375, see attached Appendix A for reference):

Response: In all instances, the activities referenced were undertaken and perfénned by the non-
profit independence Caucus corpdration, not hy the Imtspendence Cancus PAC;

In all instances, these activities undertaken by the non-profit corporation were in compliance
with the Act. s '

In all instances, any reference to fundraising is in relation to fundraising for the Independence
Caucus non-profit corporation. No fundraising was solicited or received for the Independence
Cancus PAC, and no fundraising was solicited or received by the Independence Caucus for any
other political cammittees or candidate eommittees.

In all instanoes, if any doaations have ever been solicitrd for or made to any federal candidate at
any event hosted by the Independence Caucus non-profit corporation, those donations were
solicited by the candidates theraselves and made by individual attendees who donated directly to
the Candidate.

In all instances, these activities were either performed by individuals who were volunteering his
or her uncompensated personal services (100.74.) and/or they were individuals engaging in
uncompensated internet activities in compliance with the act (100.94).

In &il instaaces, no purcheses or payments fier public communinations were maile, aed no
purchases ar rental payments for e-mail address lixts were made, and no email listed were ever
given or transferred to a political committee (100.94(e).

In all cases, all activities undertaken were in complete accardance with the guidelines expressed
in the “FEC Citizens Guide Brochure: Published in February 2004, Updated.January 2009”
which states: “Personal Services: An individual may help candidates and committees by
volunteering personal services. For example, you may want to take part in a voter drive or offer
your skills to a pulitical comnmittee. Your services are not considered contributions as long as
you are not paid by anyone.”

In all cases, no volunteer have ever been compensated for their activities on behalf of any
candidates by the Independence Caucus or any other entity or political commities.

Statement #12, (page 4 of 5, MUR 6375, see attached Appendix A for reference):
Response: This is a factual statement, with no allegation made and no response is needed.

(Response page 6 of 9)
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Allegation #11 40 375, see attached Appendix A for reference):

Response: Categorically denied. The news article that is cited by the complainant as the basis
for this allegation is iacoricct o several counts, and either the anthnr or the authar’s sources for
this stery have matle their own incorrect canclusions.

The author of this story states incorrectly that «...the tea party coalitions in several stﬁtes
(including in Michigan) operate in strategic partnership with an organization set up specifically
as a Political Action Committee.”

In fact, the Independence Caucus wus set up specifically as a non-profit corporation to conduct
research, education, and citizen activist training activities which include vetting and endorsing
candidates for public affive. The reasan other crgraizations that approve ef our cendidate vetting
and endarsement pracess envanmge ilmir nrembars to perticipeato in our pmeess, is bocamite we
have not applied for S01c tax exempt status fram the IRS, which allows our organization to
exeroise our free speech right to endorse candidates.

Allggaﬁon #13. (page 4 of S, MUR 6375, see attached Appendix A for reference):

Response: It is factual that Ken Ivory is now one of the state endorsed candidates from Utah.
We do not understand whaet the nature of this alleguiton is. Ken Ivory’s cholce to leave the

" Independence Caucus non-profit corporation in order to devote time to nmmng for office has no

connection with FEC regulatiaies that we can eonceive af.

It is also factual that Monte Rateman chose to leave the Independence Caucus aon-profit
corporation in order to create and run a for-profit organization called iPoliticom.

However, the allegation that his doing so ““allows iPoliticom to act as a direct support system for
the Independence Cauctis” is categorically denied and we believe it to be nonsensical for the
following reasons:

1 - iPolistoom, if viable and funcriouning, relts their cansulting services to candidates, and neither
the Indepandenoe Cancus non-profit carporation or:the Indeprndance Caucue PAC ara
candidates, therefore it does not make sense that 1Pol1ucom s activities would provide any
systemic support to our organization.

2 - iPoliticom’s services are an expense to candidates, and the Independence Caucus doesn’t
benefit in any way or receive any system support when and if a candidate expends money on
political consulting services.

In addition to the nonsensical nature of the allegation, iPoliticom as an entity appears to be

defunct ar danmant, and no diwoctor ar treasuwer of the iIndependence Caacus hng had my contact
with Montr: Bateman since April of 2010.

(Response Page 7 of 9)
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Allepation #15 e 5 of 5. MUR 6375, see attached A dix A for reference):

Response: The allegations contained in the complainants section titled “Conclusion” are
categorically denird.

Additional Relevant Information:

All of the complainants appendix attachments are factual, and actually do not support the
complainants allegations, as it appears that the complainant is either unaware that we are a non-
profit erganization; and/or was misled by the inaccurate news reporting as explained above in
our respenge to allegation #11 and has aiided those appendix attachments in the mistoken trlief
that they repoesentt activity of a PAC, when in reality they represesi the activities «f atir non-
profit corporatios.

However, one set of the complainant’s attachments does apply to actual PAC activity, and we
have attached copies of those relevant attachments as our Appendix B

That set of attachments refers to the first ever activity for the PAC that we have engaged in, and
that activity began in September, 2010, and will be accurately reported in compliance with FEC
rules within the 3™ quarter report filing which is due by October 15%, 2010.

(The halance of this page is intentienally left hlank)

(Response page 8 of 9)



Conclusion of response:

The complainants conclusions are based on the incorrect allegations that were made throughout
the complaint, and it is our conclusion that the complainant must be citber unaware that we are a
non-proﬁt organization; and/or was misled by the inaccurate CWS Teporting as explained above
in our response to allegation #11.

In addition, there are numerous references throughout the complainant’s allegations to “seed
money” and negative inferences such as “tip of the iceberg”, “coordination”, “irresponsible”, and
“boasting” with the overall intent to convince the FEC that our organization’s activities appear to
be a giant meney lanmdering scheme for candidates. We categorically deny and reject those
inferences and characterizations.

Our non-profit arganization is a 100% volunteer organization, with no salaried staff and no
salaried leadership, and no money was ever solicited, received, or expended for the
Independence Cancus PAC up through the end of the last filing periad, and our filings with the
FEC are accurate and true.

Respectfully submitted,

Frank Anderson

Co-founder, The Independence Caucus
Treasurer, The Independence Caucus PAC
793 Orchard Drive

Pleasant Grove, UT 84062

Signed and swom to before me this ‘7*’\ day - of October, 2010

=35 KAYLENE CASPER
<8 3\ NOTARY PUBLIC-STATE OF UTAH
o A? /3] COMMISSION® 574918

Y

R CoMM. EXP.6.20-2012 (Response Page 9 of 9)
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APPENDIX A

Hard Copy of MUR #6375 Complaint; Beginning on Page 2 of 5
Allegations numbered sequentially for reference purposes.



Karen Emily Hyer

In addition, although the Independence Caucus website indicates that they do not give money
directly to candidetas, they lsive anmurae funtiralanrs veharein the money will ke given dirsrtly tn
f candidates. $ee ie., Independenca Galcus Candidate Guide, pg. 2, at
: m_#_m s ors/mogia/ A0 pslos/ B

.’_'

' FEC VIOWA THE IND s

pon information and belief, ﬁeady two months after the filing deadline for the FEC July 15™
2010 2™ quarter report, the Independence Caucus has falled to file its 2™ auarter report. See
http://query.nictusn cons/ai-bin/fecimg/? 1764,

i & Upon information and beﬂef, The independence Caucus has a history of filing very late FEC
&l IB ports. See fittp: ) . -bin/fecimg/? 2
Upon information und belief, The indepespianas. Camsca wpothe; both the April 15™ 2010 1*
quarter report, as well as thn 2008 fed of Year ﬂeport. cgatal opmation (see below).

Upon information and belief, koth the &pril 15*, 2010 report and the 2009 End of Year Report
list aII of their Mn‘krlbutions and e:pendih:m ar $0.00. See
QQ___LE_L_MMWMM

(‘I L) *~2 Upon information and bellef the indep

Upon informattion and bellef, in early 2016, Frank Anderson of the Independence Caucus
"IOTboasted at least 12,000 Independenoe Caucus voting members nauonwlde See

Radio e 863. m .

@ (Q“) Upon information and belief, Independence caucus members participate in endorsement votes,
ut need notnecessarny contribute ﬁnandally, though they are encouraged to do so. See
: X : = rtlcle&ld=92&l emid=159.

@e "3 Upon information and belief, to be an iIndependence Caucus delegate, one must contribute

'financially, a minimum contribution of $80.00. Upon Informatfon and belief, cnly DELESATES nvay hold
campaifm teadésship poiftians, xtt as Reprevertativirs of iCaucus, antl participate in Interviow panals
and the lnnual pol!w eview. See

i '-f.f l ? Uponinformation and belief, the Independence Caurus currently boasts 46 endarsed FEDERAL
' ndidates (more before the primaries), from 16 states (more before the primaries), each of whom, in

Page2of S
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Karen Emily Hyer

Q{g ) Upon information and bellef, the independence Caucus currently has 11 or more national

directors. See .
htig://wiiv.icaycus.org/index.php?option=com_contact&view=category&catid=9 id=55. ...

(‘l ;\) Upon information and belief, the Independence Caucus currently has 38 or more Regional
DIrectors. See

Popfticnecom _cotttact&view=category&cai

@ Upin infermatien and Baltef, the (=dependene: Caunos diso has stite and disttict managers, in
addition to numerous campaign lialsons. See :

Wmﬁﬂﬂ&h&mwm&mmﬁmmm

Q‘I ) ) Upon informatian and bellef, the Independence Caucus solicits donations fram the general
public as well. See http://www.icaucus.org/;
http://www.icaucus.org/index.php?option=com content8view=article&id=216.

L' k) > Upan information and belief, the Independence Caucus has held fundraising events, where they
have had a respactnble turnout. See, i.e., iittp: w.ourcaacus.com/jontraiser.htmi.

Q-[ (_)—? Upon information and belief, WMM@M (see bainw).

Cc/ ) Upon information and bellef independence Caucus directors in their capacity with the
“\/ independence Caucus, have ttavellnd nat{onwlde far organlzatlonal tralnlngs, fundralsers, and other

events. See, i.e., http: : : p , -
founder-frank-anderson-In-sc-nc-and-va/; _mﬂmmmgmﬂ__@mmmua
caucus-founder-frank-anderson-to-visit-raleigh-area/; intp://www.resistnet.com/eventsfindependence-
caugus-rally-sind-1; http://ww .facebook.comigroup.php?gid=5¢513176160.

' Uizion lifornentisn and keilef, Independence Caucis hiss har expenditurns for conventians,
booths, signage, debates, funiitalsers, ate. S
httra//www resistnet.com/group/marviandresistance/forura/topics/imueus-candidate-meet-and-

S?xg_source=activity; http://w cu iser.html;
http://www.eventhrite.com/event/460332868; httn-//www.facebook com/aares/Indggendence-

Ifornla 2676375548191/ photo.phpPoid=6304307 &ld=267632555481 &ref=fin_album;
h www. utube.com/watch?v=0DEMNI ‘eature=plaver embedded;
rryeightbor.com/icaucu j lunteer.html;

Upan informatinn and belicf, the Indepaniience Caucus hds an online store where they sell
k N Icaucus gear, which requires seed money. See http://www.cafenrass.con/icaucus.

Page 3 of 5
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Upon information and belief, the Independence Caucus has engaged in an endeavor that they
2J  call a “big stick tea party,” wharetn they sponsar an individusiiy perconeliand Teisbeg and letter to scad
to Senator Berbaza Bneer (D-CA), dr any ofnnr inoumbant (who Is nat endomed by thmn) theoughnest thes
catintry, far $5 or $15, an endeavor that aleo requires saerd money. See

_Mm_mmhm

L& s AN e
/I Upon Information and belief, Independence Caucus volunteers are spending their own money to
* mote the organization and help candidates, without reporting anything, see, i.e.,
/" hitp://www.resistnet.com/group/newyorkpatriots/forum/topics/independence-caucus-
2commeentid=2800775%3ACommenti#3A2152636 1d=2600775%3ASrou 761,

mmﬂhmu&&ete.immnﬂntn ; s
http://www.facebook. m[@ggs[mdegngeme-gggus&outhem-
California/267632555481 ?v=wall#|/photo.phn?old=576715 ) album.

136443423821

See
wm&!ﬂw ey

Upon informstion and belief, the iadependance Gawiss hes heleed aumerqys fedecal
candlidates with thelr fiupdralsing effarts. See, i.e. Mammmmmmm_
Ca

cus-Southermn-California/267632555481 ?v=app 23

5 18586 3

5 ’ 2

Upon information and bedief, the Induwzamdense Caucus was fommded ey Fravck Andurssn, Moate
Bataman, and Kan brory. Sac
http://essmw. isaucus sradindex.phproptisa=cam _eoptestlaiawartigefid=0 Ritcield=159.

43 Upon nformation and belief,Ken ivary i now ane of the sate endnrsed candidates from Utah,

mm (Note that the lndependenoe Caucus Is not ﬁled asa conneched PAC) See T
http://ipoliticom.cem; h g,[[iglmmn oom/?page id=24; m;;[[igligunm com/?pzz= 1d=102.

Unor infocratson an selinf, the aboue allegatinea are jost the tip of the icebarg with respect 1o
the Indepansence Ceumis, as the decumentation snkmitted in the appandix cortains juat a few
exampias of publicly avajlable infarmatier. With such 2 widespread arganizatian, In so many states, and
with s0 much activity, there are likaly many ather eamples of violations.

Page4ofs
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QONCLUSION

Upon Information and bellef, violations are likely not just limited to the independence Cadcus, _
but include many of the committees of candidates who have been endorsed by and helped by the L
Independence Caucus, as likely, thers has been a great deal of coordination.

roles in the Cha®etz compaign, who claim responcibility for Cangressivan Sasen Chaffet2’s 2008
electien? The Independense Cainus awserts that Cangressmssn Jason Chaffetz (R-UT-3) in their nsesitor,
saying that everything they know they lerarnad fram him. Sew
httpi//wyaw.icaususom/inden.phn?ontionmeom._contant&view=articleRid-46&Itemid=71. In 2009-
2010, the some pesple behind the Chaffetz campaligp got heavily invalved in working for the defeat of
Senator Bob Bennett (R-UT). See http://www.meetup.com/NOVA-912-Group/calendar/14151618/.

If the Independence Caucus has been so irresponsible In fo(lowlng the law now, what Is to say
that they were abiding by the law in 2008, as the group of key campaign volunteers with leadership

Resnactfully submiited,

bm;é«/

Karen/Emily Hyer
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APPENDIX B

Hard Copy of the only MUR #6375 complainant’s Appendix
attachments that do apply to actual PAC activity.

This set of attachments refers to the first ever activity for the
Independence Caucus PAC engaged in, which activity began in
September, 2010, and which will be accurately reported

in compliance with FEC rales within the 3™ quoarter report filing

which is due by October 15, 2010.
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